the requests are Feasonable and withinp the spirit ang intent of the

rersons who might be adversely affected by the granting of the variances S B.C i i
_ .C.Z2.R. The desirability of having wi i
: 4 windows on the sides of a3 home

for larger, executive style homes in the area. As a result, NV Homes felt
for

would be protected due to the fact that all parties will be advised of the P the reasons earlier disc q lid
- ussed are valid,

PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE BEFORE THE i i;{
S this particular development should have homes such as the Potomac, the Potential purchas .
d ers can choose

N/5 Seminary Avenue, 200' W of -
th 1 of Marblehead Road DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER Lt . . E 1 i i > j ; '
e ¢/l of Marblehead Roa 3810 LI Kingsmill and the Harrison of their line. Copies of the floor plans for . varilances prior to their purchase of any of the subject lots and therefore i for themselves as to whether the variance

{8504 Marblehead Road) , .
Bth Electj istrict P BALTur.. .E CO ! i . . e . . . i1i 1 . ; 5 "
h Election Distric 0 Tat UNTY SN cach style were presented and identified as Petitioner's Exhibits 2A . have the ability to determine whether or not such variance will adversely e affect the erjoyment of their propert

3rd Councilmanic District

9ranted herein will adversely

Y. The variance reguested for Lot

Case No. B3-286-A I ' i it :
T.W.S Inc se R through 2C. The size of each home will range from 2,500 sq.ft. to 4,000 affect the enjoyment of their property. Petitioner contended the lots ' 18, which is larger than that requested for Lots 14, 15, 18 4 17
Woa,, - 3 . ) i r * an ’ cre-
Petitj Do e bdivi
etitioner L 59.ft. on an average lot size of 1/4 acre. Mr. Walton testified after = could ot be resubdivided to reduce the number of lots bY ane or two to i ates more of a problem; liowever to deny the request would y 1t
. ’ ] esu in ej-

numercus attempts to appropriately position the homes on each lot, it was give additional acreage for each lot to meet setback requirements without B ther building a house on the Iot that is not i Keeping with o ;
it the design

a "two year" delay in development. 8
Y Y P . : and style of the adjoining Lots 1} through 26, or result in re-designing

FINDINGS OF FATT AND CONCLUSTONS OF LAW R
L RS determined that variances would be required for 9 of the 31 lots.

An area variance may be granted where strict application of the B many of the lots in the subdivisi hich
o \an ion whic

Ilie Petitioner herein ©sts a variance to permit a window to RN er s . C o
! T P S Testimony presented by Petitioner's witnesses indicated NV Homes e
: , » A8 argued, would create a prac-

zoning regulations would cause practical difficulty to the Petitioner and - lical difficulty for the Petiti
: loners.

i is f fert in lieu of the ired 15 feet, in- S . )
Freperty line distance of 10 fe i tdes o require e awin . " firmly believes either no variances would be needed or a much smaller size n L3 )
in light of the desire of a poten-

his property. McLean wv. Soley, 270 M&. 208 (1973). To prove practical . tial purchaser to have a compatible h ith b
< ome wi others

dow to window distance of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet, a dis- S : :
ow to window distan e qu ERNE variance would be required if no windows were placed in the sides of the | |
: in  the reighberhood

difficulty for an area variance, the Petitioner must meet the following: - .
’ : 5 and the practical difficulty which could b
- ! e Created £

tance between buildings of 20 feet in lieu of the re ired 30 feet, and an S . . . .
l 9 el ! w . houses. However, such a decision would not take into consideration the de- L
or Petltloners, the

1)  whether strict compliance with requirement would ﬂ: - variances for Lot 18 wil] be granted with '
. ; . 2 =d Wi restrictions,

amendment to the Final Development Plan of The Fields At Seminary, Lot 29, L . \ . P 5 o
S o= . sires of potential homeowners. Testimony presented indicated that windows o
c ) ‘- \ unreasonably prevent the use of the property for a

accordingly, as more particularly described in Petiticner's Exhibit 1. f&“f; ~ ] . , . . - permitted purpose or render conformance unnecessarily - : 0
S 7 on the sides were preferrable for various reasons, including cross-ventila - | burdensome ; " IRE x: Hith respect to Iots 28, 29, 30 and 31, Petitiorer conlg re-ad-

- The Petitioners, by Douglas C. Corbin, Vice President of T.W.S., 'f “ii - ) o - - \ 7 .
Lyl i iti 1 ti d thetic a - Petitioner further noted : : : -t ust lot 1i . s .
' tion, additional lighting and aesthe ppeal etiti © - - 2)  whether the grant would do substantial injustice N Y 3 ot lines to create three lots in lieu of the four proposed with

to applicant as well as other property owners in the

| : .
oo : Inc., and the Cuntract Purchaser, NV Homes Inc., by Ross Waltor Division . : 3 :
NN ' : ! ’ ' : o : i i install in su that adjoinin ' adequate c i .
\nglj\; SR N _ that many of the windows will be installed in such a way 1 adjeoining - 3 district or whether a lesser  relosarnny than that qu Space to either meet the setback requirements or be more ip

applied for would give substantial relief; and E Ny ing with the spirit and intent of the B.C.2
B > 2 e B.C.Z2.R.

~§§Hana er and Vice President, and Bill DeMarco, appeared, testified and were B : . A1 . . .
? PP ’ S - . properties will not have dwellings with windows located directly across _
C : The testimony presented by

represented by Robert J. Ryan, Esquire. Also appearing on behalf of the Lo - . - 3) whether relief can be granted in such fashion
PAES : ! from one another. i ; . Co : : ' - i '
. - . that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and - of convenience

public safety and welfare secured. “l N rather than the

=0
(.7

Petition was Sam Shockley with Development Engineering Consultants, Inc. - ‘ e : . .. .
s Y P g g . ; . . Counsel for Petiticner argued that the spirit and intent of the necessity for the variances In the opinj F ot
. ion o e

Beputy Zoning Commissioner, the variances requested were excessjve The

CRDER R

There were no Protestants, e ‘. . =
SRS T i i h by t d plan d that flexibilit : : 2
i zonirg regulations had been met by the propose plans an a ex Y N SR Anderson v. Bd. of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. hpp. 28

Testimony indicated that the subiject property, known as 8504 - ' . . - : o . - .
: : ; sts. o Pet : - .
. was needed due to the change in marketing demands and housing costs & (1974). ‘. L & etitioners have failed to show that compliance would unreasonably prevent

the use of the Eroperty or be unnecessarily burdensome. therefore

Marblehead Road (Lot 29 2oned D.R. 2, is part of a 31-lot development B » , . )
t ¢ o8 { Y ne P a ©LoP ' Counsel further argued the property is subject to the regulations which " .. . _ .
RO, i In the opinicn of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner, the variances the

Anown as The Fields of Seminary 1I. NV Homes has the contract te purchase o e ¢ int ffect in 1970 and that said lations do not dequatel re B variances ted
- > n s requ ions a - - R . . . Fy i r wots ;
g went into elffect in a a id re © q 1 4 g requested herein are appropriate in some instances and excessive in others \ cduested for lots 28 through 31 must be denied.

all of the 1lots frem T.W.S., Inc. Mr. Walton testified regarding NV N flect todave" ket and the increase in the cost of the propert i . oy
i - s . . . . . . : r vertis .
. ect todays’ mar an crease in property ; and therefore not in keeping with the spirit and intent of the zoning . Suant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and

Homes' experience in building homes in the Baltimore, Washington, Dela- Bt Potiti 4 that t den the requested varian ould . public heari )
: r a e e ues variances w - . . ari iti : .
: etiticners argue e Y q . regulations. It is clear that N.V. Homes attempted to fit its homes on 79 on this Petition held, and for the réasons given above, the

relief requested for Lot 29 should be denied.

ware, and McLean, Virginia areas, and in particular, their previous devel- LA te t a tical difficult the Petiti ithout bene :
ST a u itioners withou - . . . -
S create iremendous practic itlticulty upon the Pet e N lots previously laid out by Petitioners. The variances for Lots 14, 15,

opments In Baltimore County. He further testified that after completing a : '-Qﬂ Fiti th it p 1 indicated :~tential ort wners and -
e T . ed r ntia ro owne = . . C .
iting € community ounset 1 a Pote property - 16 and 17 will be granted with restrictions as in those cases, it is felt

marketing analysis of the area, it was determined that there was a need
-3-

PETITIg\I FOR ZONING VERIANCE Hot
I N

TO THE ZONING COMM ER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: 5 ? 2 P% - /4
The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore Count d which i q - % 7 "” i f . ‘
destribed in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, herel{v ;%uu_\gﬁu;grx: N L Zat L@evelop ment E‘ glnearmg @onsnltants'i nc.

Site Engineers & Surveyors Baltimore County
Zoning Commyissioner

Office of Planning & Zoning
Tewson, Maryland 21204

Lot #29 and 'To ame DESCRIPTION TO ACCOMPANY (301) 887-3353
----ak Seminary, Lot #29_ to allow same PETITION FOR VARIANCE REQUEST J. Robert Haines
J. Robert Ha

of the Zoning Regula_tiops of Baltimore County, to the Zoning Law of Bal
following reasons: (indicate hardship or practical difficulty)

THEREFORE, IT I3 ORD?RED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner fop

£

Baltimore County this 2 1. Reduction in si : i
y is uetion in size of standard units impractical for builder. OUTLINE DESCRIPTION OF LOT NO. 29 OF THE FIELDS AT SEMINARY T.W.5., Inc.
4111 E. Joppa Road

2. Smalle it c ' ,
in 7°7¢k vnlts would be inconsistant with other units in subdivision, I, ALSO BEING KNOKN AS #8504 MARBELHEAD ROAD. LOCATED IN THE 8TH Baltimore, Maryland 21236
required 15 feet, iind . . ) 3. Smaller units would be i tab i ; : !
a window to window distance of 20 feet i developmanire woul im;edrilzzﬂelpzng :Sr:;zgd:::; SS?ZﬁEE:i?SdE“““ of ELECTION DISTRICT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND. ATTN: DOUGLAS C. CORBIN Do . e i
Beginning for the same at a poin: on the northern-most right-
LOT #29 #8504 MARBELHEAD ROAD v £ RE: Petition for Zoning Variances
CASE NUMBER: fF. 244

lieu of the required 40 feet, and a distance between buildings of 20 feet

in lieu of the required 30 f i i 43 i i i .
eet, in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibit Property is to be posted and advertise] as prescribed by Zoning Regulations. of-way line of Seminary Avenue:; said point being distant 200 +

petition, and further agree 1o and are to be bound by the Zomng regulatio icti . |
' | | eLit ) . ns and restrictions of ' Gentlemen:
#29 accordingly, be and is hereby DENIED. Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law For Baltimore Cuunty, » thence running for the following 4 courses and distances viz: o

1, and to amend the Final Devel : : : : o : : - o - B
evelopment Plan of The Fields At Seminary, Lot I, or we, agree 1o pay expenses of above Variance advertising, posting, ete., upon filing of this feet westerly from the centerline of Marb~lhead Road right -of-way,

1/We do solemnly declare and affirm . _ . P ] svertising and posting of

1 - ; m, o 1 North 80 de , . Please be advised that $ /42X is due for advertising
i under the penalties of perjury, that I/we - (1) 0 grees 06 minutes 47 seconds West s 80.00 feet; (2) | Please be advised th propertgy.fhll (ue for advertising and posti
hearing. Do not remove the sign and post set{s) from the property from

[ Mo L o are the legal owner(s) of the property "
= e N ‘hich is th : thi " _ ! North 09 degrees 53 mi . ’ ‘ .
- | which s the subject of Petition. o nutes 13 seconds East, 125.00 feet; (3) the time it is posted by this office unitl the day of the hearing

ANN M. NASTAROWICZ P
Deputy Zoning Cormissioner Coatract Purchaser: Legal Owner(s): South 80 degrees 06 minutes 47 seconds East, 80.00 feet; (4} Scuth itself.

for Baltimore County

. ' ET(S) RETURNED ON THE
09 degrees 53 minutes 13 seconds West, 125.00 feet to the poin 3 THIS FEE MUST BE PAID AND THE ZONING SIGN & POST S
g ’ ‘ point of : DAY OF THE HEARING OR TIIE ORDER SHALL NOT BE ISSUED.

beginning. : i
g & e Please make your check payable to Baltimore County, H;ryland aﬂg bring
.. £ - : i Zoning Office, County
Containing 0. acr it along with the sign & post set{s) to the <t !
& 23 es of land more or less, Office Building, Room 111, Towson, Maryland 21204 fifteen {15) minutes

Being the same parcel as shown on a plat entitled "The Fields before your hearing is scheduled to begin.

Y

P

3 ; o 3 A TR SR S LT R S t set(s
BN e e 0 B AR A TR 3 S b ,1gn & pos (s) ;l h
§ -above fee for each suc

Fa)
ir

L . at Seminary II", to be recorded.
City and State e e e —
BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND Ko. AR

: OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DiVISION %_
MISCELLANEQUS CASH RECEIPT ;urs,

hoivae
L

Attorney for Petitioner: 3 '
" 88-102 \

— ‘

_f_g- (_I-— (’_f"';'("s.:'\..—,

10-07-88 23 TAN R account

City and State Pl 5% :
: amounr_% - \ES

f

— ) '\) is;],Ol’lEl' ]
= < aty

Name, address and phone number of lecuk swnecg xong
TRk RO MArX QX Tepresentative o be contated RECEIVED
STEVEN L. TADER e %‘ FROM-

‘
[y
f

i
i

Name e B AL = e Fon- TR e \5
6603 YORK ROAD N S cmoaon. T AwElTmunr TR0 A .

6603 York Road Baltimore, Maryland 21212 (301) 377-2600 . T AR PPK-AGHCY  YELLOW - CUSTOMER

of e 19 that the subj i iti i

: - . , ject matter of this petition be advertised
required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore Cougt i i b
out Ballimare Conntr Spes ' n rs of general circulation throy
Commissioner of Baltimore

‘THae
o

Phane No, u A TN
<]
ORDERED By Th i e . , :
y e zomng Commleloner Of Balmore County’ "thjs -------- et da)" . VALIDATION OR SIGHATURE OF CASHIER

N“\C‘\oumy, on the

LERGTH OF HEARING
AVAILABLE FCR HEARING
, MON./TUES./WED. - NEXT TWO MOKTHS
L. ALL L, CTHER ]

O w =
FEVIEWED BY; /M CATE /8 —//—;{




CERTIFICATE OF POSTING | — > \@t/ -

ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY Baltimore County ;
Zoning Commissicner / ’ @

Tounen, Maryland FE-2AFE A Office of Planning & Zoning .- L 80°06'ATE_ 2%, oo-.\
Towson, Maryland 21204 ' ' ) 20" IN"‘_R :‘55 EarEes
f [E-] = é f

nwscc-.d.PJZ.-._-- _ Dat. .° Posting__ ¥ (S01) 8573353 : MAINTENANCE € UTILITY
' ! EASEMENT.

> J. Robert Haines
Posted for: ... reamis: Zoning Commimsioner —

Petitioner- LS A
Location of propertr:.... L W ' ‘? 45-2:?-- UEC 1 9 988 5 10,000 S5@.FT.0R
) g Q.28 ACRES?

L2t rastblusd 2O Zita s (v Grarkhdesd gond)

Location of S VIR A Rl 7 oLordrnts .ﬁ&hﬁ..%.ﬁznfgm NOTICE OF HEARING e
L o o2 R S dj ........ S - . ‘T’"ﬂfs F. Rasmussen
ty Ex e

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore Count i '

i . Y. by authority of the Zoning
. Act and Regulations of Baltimore County will hold a public hearﬁg@,ﬁh the
rousted by

.‘% , M . property identified herein in Room 106 of the County Office Building,
s&:;m - located at 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Maryland 21204 as follows:

Nunber of Signa:

m
S,

PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE
Case Number: B89-286-A A_Z5 MIN ! G
8504 Marblehead Rd. (Lot 29) % £50¢ R #&S._ZT.EACK LINE
: = SLHEAD RD
ka - Haez HEAD )

8th Election District - 3rd Councilmanic ' '
‘ . Petitioner(s): T.W.S5., Inc. , (MARBELHEAD RT3 (MARBELMHEAD RD) /gg‘eﬂaﬁﬁiﬁ

b=

e e3l |3 E
IERIIW

" .H

HEARING SCHEDULED: WED . ' [ sy T Vv e o
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICﬁLTION PR NESDAY, JANAURY 25, 1989 at 9:30 a.m. . LI ArT e EDOD - aw 200% T & MAREILVE
Syl s RO § SEMINARY AVEWUE.

[ Cont. CURE & ST =

- | Variance to permit a window to property 1i di y
.19. 89 E . . . . perty line distance of 10 ft. and a _
TOWSON, M&.M—L’ i : ';indow to :_mdc;w distance of 20 ft. in lieu of the reguired 15 ft. and 40 8
-. respectively for Lot #29 and to permit a distance between buildin B '
' re : SEMINARY  (80'R/w, 50 BAvING) AVENUE
’

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement 20 ft. in lieu of the required 30 ft., all for Lot #29 and to amend the
published in R Final Development Plan of The Fields at Seminary, Lot #29 to allow same. (HD- STATE RTE. | Bl )

1

1

EICIAL ZONING MAPS
‘ ScaLe: s 200"

Te
*

published in TOWSON TIMES, a weekly newspaper

Towson, Baltimore County, Md.. once In each of | successive . : Ir} tlr_me evernt 1_:his Petition is granted, a building permit may be issued ) E ,s?“i % fﬂq;l :
9 e within the thlrt)f (30) day appeal period. The Zoning Commissioner will, e i
ar 5 . &2 how\c_.:ver, e.enterte-un any request for a stay of the issuance of said permit 3 gﬁ"ii r} ‘ﬂ &~
during t}_us pt'erlod for good cause shown. Such request must be in writing 3 g
and received in this office by the date of the hearing set al.ave or '
vresented at the hearing. - $ Qe 7

THE JEFFERSONIAN EALTIORE, D, 2

BALTIMORE, MD. 21236

TOWSON TIMES, h
| 3. ROB : PLAT 0 ACCOMPANY PETITION (301)255-icce
. ERT HAINES . FOR ‘ NG VAElAN CE :

. Zoning Commissioner of : =
g . z - 1% O,\L./\/\ Baltimore County D‘ ST RICT NO. & ZONED: D.R- 2
Publisher ‘ 5UBDNl$1ON :.THE FIELDS AT SEM‘NAR{ II" DrvniomaNT ENGINEIRING CoNSUL TANTS, Inc.
LOT® 29 (To BE RECORDED) SITE ENGINEERS & SURVEYORS

PO o 7847 | 6603 York Road
R VRPN : T — [l | T8504 MARBELHEAD ROAD Baltimore, Maryland 21212

CE . . AR
-

EXIST. UTILITIES N SEMH\_.IAR‘{ AVENUE |72 6F  gegte: l“:BO| tisved: |O-3° 88

weeks, the first publication appcaring on -
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"..~....-. P o e T . TN
L)

a:ga:a -4

EIELDS AT SEMINARY T
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LTH
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k EROM

mnps SEC
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89-286-A

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING

County Office Building
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Your petition has been received and accepted for filing this

2nd_ day of _ rovp s . 1% . | r
Fire Depariment -- BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Fire Department R
Towson, Maryland 21204-2556 January 17, 1989
4844500 L

Paul H. Reincke December 2, 1988 : COUNTY DFFICE BLDG. - LTIMORE COUNTY, MA LAND

el o Chief : 111 W. Chasapeake Ave.
ZéN?ggEgg&?égggNER JAPY Towson. Maryland 21204 Douglas C. Corpin, Vice President
! i . — . . T.W.S., Inc. 1
_ S J. Robert Haines, Zoning Camissicner '- o 000 : INTER-OFFICE CORRE

. s R . . e : ' . . . ; g N Road SPONDENCE
?235?3“2?-5' — Received by: Chairman, z%n'fng Flans S Office of Planning & Zoning e ; giﬁlﬁiii Jﬁiﬁilaﬁi 21236

ition - ’ ; e Baltimore County Office Building ¥ ) i ! J. Robert Hai
Attorney Advisory Committee LETRT = : nes

. Towson, Maryland 21204 : : : Zoning Commissioner
R 3 Ly . . 4 e -286-A
: . T. W. 5., Inc. T Item No. 1€4, £=z= No. 83-2
Re: Property Owner: ' ; HEMBERS Petitioner: T.W.S., Inc.

ocation: NS Seminary Avenue, 200" W. of o/l of Marbelhead DS E Hasmussen 3o Petition for Zoning Variance

Eng: i
Road, #8504 Marbelhead Road : gineering Zoning Petitior Nos. 89-280-A throush 25-208-2

. 164 : s2. “eeting of 11/1/88 : - oon _
Ttem No.: Zonmg Agenaa. I W 3 ::r:;:ce::r:gt::eerinq Dear Mr. Corbin: TWS-! Ine. (lhe Fields at Semlnary IT - LOtS: 14115315I17913’23’29’30)

€501 YORK RD
| BALTIMORE, MD. 21212
301-317-2600

CONSULTANTS_ INC.

IVELOPMENT ENGINEIRING

Zoning Commussioner
Office of Planning & Zoning

Towson, MaryIand 21204 _
(301) 8873353 Gent lemen: =% The Zoning Plans Rdvisory Committee has reviewed the plans
' W Bureau of i i ferenced petition. The following
J. Robert H, Pur ~ed been surveyed . venti submitted with the above re P i i ] )
z““‘"gc"‘“'“ﬁ’l‘j‘z's Bursuant to your: :rrt‘nslr. estl,)e;:he nr]aeriee:t"ien _thprOpf}I(‘Ey has licable and by th;g Fire Preventien comments are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of The app'.licant'ls requesting a series of variances to allow a reduced building
March 3, 1989 It AN A eau and thl ei S ts 0| "'3 . mw:. £ anl 1 aref appthl < rt requir Wealth Department the =zoning action requested, but to assure that all parties are separation (distance between buildinzs) for 9 lots in a 31 lot subdivision.
At Ry to be corx or ihcotpora into the final plans for the pr ¥ made aware of plans or problems with regard to the development In referenceto this reguest, staff provides the followint information:
. i : i1d; plans that may have a bearing on this case. Dlrc_actc?r of '
_ N () 1. i;z:tggdginitfe%athels gfferencedfeelérggiirtyn anarearequlrovédedrgig fﬂﬂiiclgi_ Building "'P""f""‘ Planning may file a written report with the Zoning Commissioner The applicant states that 1) a reduction in size of standsrd units is
Robert J. Ryan, EsTuire \5 IR dance with Baltimore County Standards gas pabplpj_shed by the Depart- Board of Education with recommendations as to the suitability of the requested }mpractlcal_, c?nc.i 2) smgller units wcu'.ld be inconsistent with other units
4111 E. Joppa Road # t of 1ic Work o) Zoning Administration zoning. in the subdivision; and 3) smaller units would be incompatible with
ment of Public Works. . striel the concept and intent of development in surrounding neighborhoods.
Enclosed are all comments submitted from the members of the The statsment of herdship implies that adhering to zoning starndards

Baltimore, Maryland 21236 Dennis F. Rasmussen S o
County Executive ) Bevelopment ’ - , € )
Committee at this time that offer or request information on would result in the provision of smaller units. Based ugon staff

RE: PETITICN FCOR ZONING VARIANCE : : ired the si A . P, ]
N/S Seminary Avenue, 200' W of the ¢/l of Marblehead Road A second means of vehicle access 1s requi for site. ey your petition. If similar comments from the remaining members gs:mates, building widths would average 50 feet in length and range
LT i i . therwise, any etween 115 and 125 feet in depth and fall withi h e 1134
(8504 Marblehead Road - Lot 29) i vehi rdition shown are received, I will forward them to you. O : © on 10 ar ; pth and fall within the reguired building
8th Election District - 3rd Councilmanic District Y The cle d=ad end condition s at N comment that is not informative will be placed in the hearlgg gestrl?twn linss. This buildable lot area would provide a building
T.W.S., Inc. - Petitioner ,_.f_; - ; file. This petition was accepted for filing on the date of the ootpr}nt of approximately 5,700 square feet or larger in size. Adhering
i . EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department. RS enclosed filing ~certificate and a hearing scheduled to zoning rejuirements would not in fact result in smaller building
. sizes being constructed on the site. Certainly, different buildirg

Case No. 89-286-A
The si i : v accordingly.

site shall be made to camply with all applicable parts of the foetprints would be required on the site but not smaller ouildinz

footorints. - =

Dear Mr. Ryan: " Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation. L Very truly yours,

State Roads Commission

froject Planning
-]

ralses questions of ideatical hozes beinz provided within the sub-

Enclcsed lease find a co =2f the decision rendered in the — v s : .
plea PY The bulldlngs and structures e_x:.stlng or proposed on the site shall lQ Lt' The issuz of CO;’)?_Jati':)ilitl’ uithin the subdivi sions and nsi-horn ood
i _ s & gd)/}w/( :

?ﬁo‘;i;giggigzej-?gtt;zatzgihggt;;;zg for Zoning Variance has been denied : camply with all applicable requirements of the National Fire Protec-— . )
5 . i : .. " " Tp3 ivigi
L ticn Association Standard No. 101 "Life Safety Code,"™ 1976 edition e ES E. DYER division, and similar lot sizes 2nd builling sizes located in the
In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor- - ) prior to occupancy. Chairman ‘ ] igrrougg%ng C_:Ommunit;:r. The desire‘to previde identical homes throughout
able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within . 1 < G Zoning Plans Advisory Committee e subdivision should heve taken intc consideraticn the lot
: te - ' i i bad 1 - : - = .
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further infcvration on - Site plans are appro » 85 drawn gzpftggratlog aé)p‘gv;d fjr the Gevelapmeil:c. Cbviocusly, the desire to
113 ta i - i : . ; . L JED:dt intaln & standar uilding form on smaller lot widths i i ing
filing an appeal, please contact Ms. Charlotta Radcliffe at 494-3391. R Tre Fire Prevention Bureau has no camments at this time. the nceq for variances. g dths iIs dictating

Very truly yours, o . Enclosures - , ) . . )
| ' o Staff's main concern in situations such as these is maintaining the intecsrity

t
cc: Steven L. Fader of the density residential coneept and the basic design tenets of ths CMIP

t! ' - : e

L M ﬂ !(--g,___w‘ . . : Ce * .

[, : I% ‘ R Development Engineering Consultants, Inc. Har.l*;aaj;. fegardiess of windows and building heights, the primary goal of
AP - 6603 York Rcad building separation is to provide for light, air, noise reductizn, open

FNN M NASTAROWICZ ' ' ion Bure ' ‘
IS M NS TARORICL  stonor _ : e vision Fire Prevention 2aU | Baltimore, MD 21212 and nujisance {'effhzction_.1 Based upon Phese gener§l cunsiderations,
paputy Zoning Cormis 3 recommend a minicun building separation be provided based upor the 45 perce:
rule that maintains a 45 degree angle “rom <he cdge of structure ridzelin
S base of.adjcining structure. Using this bzsic principle, = 20 foct build
e e S e sep.ration between non-gerage sides should be provided, and a 30 fool ser
‘ = between non-garage sides should be provided. .
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